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But Where is the WTO Sign ? 

On May 30th, two metal signs were removed from 
the portal of the World Trade Organisation in 
Geneva. They were passed from person to person 
and were decorated by several hands. They will 
end most probably in Cancun at the beginning of 
September where mobilizations will sink them. In 
preparation of this mobilizations will take place in 
July in Montreal (see below) and 8, 9 and 10 
august in the Larzac region, France (see 
www.larzac2003.org) We would like to follow the 
plaques’ travel all over and therefore show picture 
on their whereabouts. If they are passing next to 
your home, or if you them here or there, please 
send us a picture. (pass the word around) 
journal@attac.org 

1. '| Never Promised You A Ruse Garden’ 
(Michael Moore) ‘ 
You see, by not faking some evidence of weapons ah. 
of mass destruction, it shows that you thought no ‘ Maia 

one would mind if it turned out you made = 

everything up. A different kind of president, who believes that the American public would be outraged if they ever found 
out the truth, would go to great lengths to cover up his subterfuge. 

2. That's what, 43 billion Euros? (By Laurent Cordonnier) 

If good conscious has found nothing to say again about the weight of this "burden", isn't it simply that it will not be used to 
pay the pensions of their colleagues, but the plus-value realised by quiet shareholders at the Grand Casino of world 
finance? What we have here is a clearer idea of what 43 billion Euros is worth. Indeed, these reflections are not in 
themselves enough to draft solutions. The points of application of the critique are not necessarily means of pressure for 
action. But perhaps they go towards doubting the sincerity of those who only have "equity" on their lips to rationalise the 
misfortune of their fellow citizens. 

3. Mobilisations against the Evian G8 (By Christophe Aguiton) 

For five days, from the 29th May to the 2nd June 2003, the main cities around Lake Geneva - Geneva, Annemasse and 
Lausanne - were the setting for the biggest mobilisation ever organised in this area. The particularity of this counter-G8 
was the interweaving of mobilisations and debates, these having counted as much for the general success of the initiative 
as the demonstration on Sunday 1st June or the roadblock initiatives that preceded it. In this way, the counter-G8 follows 
the pattern of the European Social Forum that took place in Florence last November, which was notable for its twofold 
success: for its debates and exchanges, and for the demonstration against the war and against neo-liberalism. 

4. WTO ignores calls for democratic, inclusive processes for Cancun (By Chakravarthi Raghavan) 

Judged by the stance of the majors, even when they speak through ‘allies’, and of the WTO leadership, the preparatory 
processes for the 5th Ministerial at Cancun - the drafting of a declaration for Ministers and the way issues would be 
presented to them for clarification or decision, will be more or less the same as the non-transparent, undemocratic 
processes that have characterised the 55-year-old trading system and there is no certainty that more new issues will not 
be smuggled in at Cancun. 





Illustrated version only in PDF format. 
« But where is the WTO sign? Episode 3 » - http://www.attac.info/g8evian (60 documents + 56 articles + 41 photo reportages) 
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‘| Never Promised You A Ruse Garden’ 
By Michael Moore 


A Letter From Michael Moore To George W. Bush 
6-27-3 


Dear Lt. George W. Bush, 


| hope you don't mind me referring to you by the only 
true military rank you ever achieved, that being the one 
from your on-again, off-again "days" in the, um, Texas 
Air National Guard. Ever since | saw you in that flyboy 
outfit, landing on that ship, | assumed you now wanted 
to be addressed by your military title, as opposed to the 
civilian rank imposed on you by your dad's friends. 


So, Lieutenant, | was wondering, would you do me a 
favor? 


Could you PLEASE do better than a ROSE BUSH? 


| saw the guy on TV yesterday that your boys found, the 
Iraqi who said he had "planted" some nuclear plans in 
his "back yard" in Baghdad -- 12 years ago -- "under a 
rose bush." 


Woo boy. That's a good one. Do you really think we are 
as dumb as we look? | know our fascination with 
"American Idol" and Scott Peterson may make us 
Americans look a little light in the head, but when it 
comes to lying to us to lead us into war, we really do 
demand a bit more of an EFFORT and a FOLLOW- 
THROUGH. 


You see, George, it's not the lying and the doctoring of 
intelligence that has me all upset. It's that you've had 
control of Iraq for over two months now -- and you 
couldn't even find the time to plant just a few nukes or 
vats of nerve gas and at least make it LOOK like you 
weren't lying to us. 


You see, by not faking some evidence of weapons of 
mass destruction, it shows that you thought no one 
would mind if it turned out you made everything up. A 
different kind of president, who believes that the 
American public would be outraged if they ever found 
out the truth, would go to great lengths to cover up his 
subterfuge. 


Johnson did it with the Gulf of Tonkin. He said our ships 
were "attacked" by the North Vietnamese. They weren't, 
but he knew he had to at least make it LOOK like it 
happened. Nixon said he wasn't "a crook," but he knew 
that wasn't enough, so he paid hush money to the 
burglars and somehow had 18 1/2 minutes erased from 
a tape in the Oval Office. Why did he do this? Because 
he knew the American people would be pissed if they 
found out the truth. 


Your blatant refusal to NOT back up your verbal 
deception with the kind of fake evidence we have 





become used to is a slap in our collective American 
face. It's as if you are saying, "These Americans are so 
damn apathetic and lazy, we won't have to produce any 
weapons to back up our claims!" If you had just dug a 
few silo holes in the last month outside Tikrit, or soread 
some anthrax around those Winnebagos near Basra, or 
"discovered" some plutonium with that stash of home 
movies of Uday Hussein feeding his tigers, then it would 
have said to us that you thought we might revolt if you 
were caught in a lie. It would have shown us some 
*respect*. We honestly wouldn't have cared if it later 
came out that you planted all the WMD -- sure, we'd be 
properly peeved, but at least we would have been 
proud to know that you knew you HAD to back up your 
phony claims with the real deal! 


| guess you finally figured that out this week. It started 
to appear that millions of us were calling you on your 
bluff -- those "fictitious reasons for the fictitious war." So 
you quickly produced this man and his rose bush and 
some 12-year old piece of paper and some metal parts. 
CNN broke in at 5:15pm and screamed they had the 
exclusive! "IRAQI NUCLEAR PLANS FOUND!" But a 
few good reporters started asking some hard questions 
-- and, barely 3 hours later, your own administration 
was forced to admit the plans were "not the smoking 
guni proving that Iraq had weapons of mass 
destruction. 


Oops. 
Never a good idea to rely on a bush, Lieutenant. 


Yours, 
Michael Moore 


Contact for this article. MMFlint@aol.com 


PS. Sorry, | still can't get that padded flyboy suit out of 
my head. | know, | need help. But when you landed on 
that carrier, and that banner read, "MISSION 
ACCOMPLISHED," just what mission was that that was 
accomplished? 'Cause by my count, more than 50 of 
our young soldiers have died since you said the mission 
was accomplished. Anarchy still reigns, the Brits are 
losing kids, too, and wacko fundamentalists now seem 
to ready to rule the land. Women are already being told 
to cover their face and shut their mouths, store owners 
who sell liquor have been executed, and movie theaters 
showing "immoral" Hollywood movies have been forced 
to shut down. And hey, this isn't even west Texas! 
Maybe you could get back into that jumpsuit, fly over to 
Baghdad and land at the former Saddam International 
Airport, jump out and give one of those big happy 
waves -- under a_ sign that reads, "MISSION 
IMPOSSIBLE." 


That's what, 43 billion Euros? 


By Laurent Cordonnier. Author of "No Pity for the 
Wretched" 


Translation. Gillian Sloane-Seale & Karen Williams. 
Coorditrad, volunteer translators (*) 


The government's pension reform plan hinges on 
extending the contribution period and _ reducing 
pensions to supposedly "save" the pension distribution 
system. To all appearances, there are two out of the 
three means of pressure put into action which are likely 
to contribute to balancing it again in the long term. We 
play on the contribution period and the pension amount, 
action on the contribution rate being cast aside. 


In reality, the true adjustment variable will prove to be 
the pension level. As long as there is a significant 
unemployment reserve, older workers will in fact not 
succeed in extending their working life. 


Employers are quickly calculating the economics 
between hiring a young worker freshly out of school, 
paid in accordance with the market (under the pressure 
of unemployment) and maintaining an older employee 
benefiting from a large pay cheque because of length of 
service. 


Therefore, in practice, the only means of pressure acted 
on is the pension amount, which is programmed to 
adjust to demographic changes and the number of jobs. 
The actual pension amount collected will be, thanks to 
years of missing contributions, diverted from anticipated 
tax relief, and the discontinuing indexation of pensions 
against the rate of salary change. 


It is within this perfectly anticipated perspective of a 
marked reduction in pensions that Chapter V of the bill 
explicitly provides for the development of capitalist 
formulae, without wondering by what miracle 
employees and businesses will succeed in depositing 
the extra contributions into these pension funds that 
they are supposed to not be able to support when it is 
about financing the distribution system! The alternative, 
if you do not want to guarantee the future of pensions 
by hypothetically extending the working life (or if you 
wish to benefit from liberally extending the working life) 
is to plan for an increase in pension deductions. 


But this is precisely a solution that the government can 
no longer even consider, as long as it strives to pass it 
off to us as information about the problem itself. The 
whole problem, in its reasoning, would simply start from 
there: the size of the contributions needed to be 
deducted to balance the system again. This rhetorical 
transmutation of the solution within the problem can 
only impress fragile souls for whom the number of zeros 
lined up on the bill seem to talk for themselves. And the 
government, who believes in appealing to France from 
below, thinks of mastering this exercise perfectly: 
"Today the diagnosis is shared by everyone: the 
growing number of pensioners and the imbalance 
between the labour force and pensioners will endanger 
all pension schemes. The general scheme to which 
80% of the labour force contribute, will encounter 
difficulties from 2005 and its deficit will be 15 billion 
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Euros in 2020. For the three civil services which 
represent 20% of the labour force, extra needs will cost 
28 billion Euros in 2020." Wow! 43 billion Euros in all 
each year, to continue to live beyond our means! Who 
hasn't converted this amount into old Francs to leave 
even more of a mark on the spirit? That amount would 
therefore be 280 trillion old Francs! This, without 
counting our refusal to return to the Balladur reform. 


Now that's what, 43 billion Euros per year? This is 
roughly 3% of the wealth produced by the entire labour 
force living in France during 2001. 


Looking into the future, this would only be 2.1% of the 
wealth produced in 2020. In fact, if work productivity 
grows at the rate of 2% per year for 17 years, 
production would increase by 40% (supposing the rate 
of employment remains constant), and 43 billion Euros 
would therefore no longer only represent 2.1% of the 
national income. If one were only to only consider the 
increase in income which took place during the period 
(the 40%), 7.5k% would have to be set aside to pay 
pensions. Who wouldn?t be tempted by a game where 
you were promised a 40% increase in income if you 
"gave" 1 / 13 of this increase to your neighbour? Who 
(or rather his grandson) would later give back to him 
when he retires (if, however, future generations were 
gracious when their turn came to play, not to quibble 
about the pension amount like we are doing now). Let's 
admit all the same that if the calculation was applied 
only to salaried workers, and not on all income, the 
premium to the neighbour would only be 1 / 8th 
increase on salaries. 


To put it another way, 43 billion Euros is also two-thirds 
of the shift in the added value share (the salary-profit 
share) that salaried workers must have conceded to 
businesses since the beginning of the '80s. To simplify, 
and to use a very "struggle of the classes" rhetoric, 
today it is fashionable for capital holders to deduct 61 
billion Euros per year from the salaries of workers 
(which is equivalent to at least 8 value added points 
compared to the situation in the '80s), which allows the 
MEDEF (Movement des Entreprises de France ~ 
Movement of French Businesses) to turn to salaried 
workers to say, in substance: "Well now, how are you 
going to finance your retirement?" But this is somewhat 
abstract. Let's then say that 43 billion Euros is also (and 
almost exactly) the amount of dividends received by 
fortunate households during 2001, to be more exact: 
46.1 billion Euros. French businesses, which, like their 
Anglo-Saxon counterparts, began to hand out dividends 
on a large scale, up to 80% of the profits (against 30% 
twenty years before) already developed the programme 
of our governors. These sums, which typically represent 
the fruit of capitalism, are exactly what is missing to 
finance the distribution system at the beginning of 2020. 
When you say that the institution of a capitalist system 
risks cannibalising the distribution system, you are 
therefore half right: since it's already done. The 8 value 
added points taken from salaried workers and who 
neglect the call to finance pensions, today already 
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serve to feed the flow of dividends paid to shareholder 
households. 


43 billion Euros is even closer to the amount of interest 
paid in 2001 on the entire Civil Service debt, ie 46.7 
billion Euros. We understand that it is necessary to 
make people aware of the result of the waste in public 
spending. Because for those who think that the debt 
comes from what they didn't know (or wanted) how to 
deduct taxes from those who can pay them, the 
interpretation is something else: not satisfied with 
having saved the well-to-do from paying taxes, the 
State offers them the possibility of investing these 
savings in public debt securities. For the lenders, 
money saved on tax money, which created the debt it 
finances, still yields a 5% profit! Once the system has 
been set up, this game ensures the payment of interest 
on the debt is enough to maintain the budgetary deficit! 
It is a pity that those who know how to fine-tune the 
public purse pump do not apply their genius to finding 
diversions which would open future floodgates for the 
pension coffers! 43 billion Euros is even the 
accumulated losses of France Télécom (20 billion) and 
Vivendi (23 billion) for 2002. Indeed, common sense 
would suggest not examining this kind of parallel 
because we don't see how we can use a "hole" to plug 
another "hole"? What "we don't see", however, is the 
beautiful smoke screen that we strive to create when 
we say that this money has "gone up in smoke". 
Because these losses are only accounting records of 
the fact that these two corporations acquired other 
companies at exorbitant prices when the trading prices 
were at the height of the speculative bubble, and they 
realised that they could no longer resell them at the 
same price today. To say that France Télécom and 
Vivendi lost 43 billion Euros is to say that they ended up 
with a debt which was used to acquire these companies 
at a high price, a debt whose compensation no longer 
exists. This money that was lost by the two French 
corporations is not, however, lost for everyone. The 
shareholders of the companies who were bought over 
pocketed the high price that they were paid at the time, 
and their gains are simply those that France Télécom 
and Vivendi passed of as losses that year. Now, the 
true payers of these very happy shareholders will 
definitely be the employees of these two corporations, 
whose portion of work carried out during the next few 
years will be used to pay off the debt created by these 
acquisitions. Thus, you can say that within the next 
three to four years, the employees of France Télécom 
and Vivendi must make the effort themselves which 
would be demanded of the entire French working force 
to finance the extra annual pensions in 2020. 


If good conscious has found nothing to say again about 
the weight of this "burden", isn't it simply that it will not 
be used to pay the pensions of their colleagues, but the 
plus-value realised by quiet shareholders at the Grand 
Casino of world finance? What we have here is a 
clearer idea of what 43 billion Euros is worth. Indeed, 
these reflections are not in themselves enough to draft 
solutions. The points of application of the critique are 





not necessarily means of pressure for action. But 
perhaps they go towards doubting the sincerity of those 
who only have "equity" on their lips to rationalise the 
misfortune of their fellow citizens. 


First publication. http://reparti.free.fr 
Mobilisations against the Evian G8 


By Christophe AGUITON 
Translation. Jane Holister, Barbara and David Forbes. 
Coorditrad, volunteer translators (*) 


For five days, from the 29th May to the 2nd June 2003, 
the main cities around Lake Geneva - Geneva, 
Annemasse and Lausanne - were the setting for the 
biggest mobilisation ever organised in this area. 


But before coming back to the mobilisations, a few 
words on the G8 itself. 


It was held less than two months after the taking of 
Baghdad by the American forces, and was the symbol 
of “reconciliation” between the major powers, a few 
days after the unanimous vote at the UN Security 
Council ratifying the Anglo-American occupation of Iraq. 


But behind a very formal reconciliation — George Bush 
only remained in Evian for a few hours — the results of 
the G8 are so weak that the NGOs that were present 
headed their final evaluation “A G8 for Nothing”. 


If the Evian G8 will not go down in history, its final 
communiqué continues with its usual recommendations 
without any break with its neo-liberal policies, and 
emphasises the importance of finding an agreement on 
the opening up of world trade during the ministerial 
conference of the World Trade Organisation next 
September in Cancun. 


The new feature of this G8 was a slightly different 
stance and a priority towards Southern Hemisphere 
countries, NGOs and_ alternative globalisation 
movements, without this changing in any way the 
policies of the G8 countries, nor the recommendations 
from the Evian meeting. This priority towards greater 
acceptance already existed among the international 
institutions that have been seeking to emancipate 
themselves from governments by putting forward the 
concept of international “civil society”: i.e. the World 
Bank during the Rio conference in 1992, and the IMF, 
WTO or the United Nations following Seattle. But 
governments, referring to the legitimacy granted them 
by having been elected through universal suffrage, had 
always rejected this step. This change of attitude is an 
additional indication of the strength of a movement that 
is making lasting changes to the international balance 
of power. 


The breadth of the mobilisation was not however 
guaranteed. The cities in the area are of a limited size: 
250,000 inhabitants in Geneva, 120,000 in Lausanne 


and far fewer in Annemasse. The security campaign 
had been unbelievable, with the local media 
announcing the arrival of “hordes of vandals”. But, 
above all, France, the host country for the G8, was 
experiencing a very strong social movement in defence 
of the pension and public service systems: the teachers 
had been on an open-ended strike for weeks; on the 
13th and 25th May demonstrations had brought 
together millions of people, and activists were preparing 
an open-ended inter-professional strike for the 3rd 
June. 


For the French strikers and demonstrators, the link 
between their fight and liberal globalisation was a 
strong one: the endangering of the pension system and 
the attacks on public services are at the heart of the 
neo-liberal policies recommended by the international 
institutions and applied the world over. 


But on the practical side, it was difficult to prepare a 
national demonstration in Paris for the 25th May, a 
European demonstration in Geneva and Annemasse for 
the 1st June and an open-ended strike starting on the 
evening of the 2nd June all at the same time! 


In these conditions, getting 100,000 people together 
between Annemasse and Geneva was a considerable 
success, but the success of the anti-G8 demonstrations 
is not limited itself to this figure. 


Upon the creation several months ago of a single co- 
ordinating body, the choice was made for a flexible and 
minimalist organisation of the event, guaranteeing total 
autonomy for the various groups that had formed. This 
choice was the only way of bringing together a broad 
spectrum of activists, coalescing political forces ranging 
from anarchist movements to the French socialist party, 
and in particular, a large number of trade unions, 
NGOs, movements and associations. This diversity was 
mirrored at a geographical level. The choice had been 
made, from the very first, of working above all on a 
European level, with representatives of movements 
from ltaly, Germany, the United Kingdom, and in 
particular, France and Switzerland. In these last two 
countries, the local and regional groupings played a 
central role: the Geneva (Leman) Social Forum for the 
Geneva canton, the anti-G8 committee for Lausanne 
and the Vaud canton, Charg8 for Annemasse and the 
Haute Savoie. 


The demonsiration on Sunday 1st June between 
Geneva and Annemasse was the only initiative that was 
common to all groups, the others being undertaken by 
specific coalitions. But the European co-ordination of 
the 1st and 2nd March had agreed on the fact that 
everyone was to support the different actions as long as 
they remained peaceful and non-violent. 


The overall success of the mobilisation reflects the 
success of the different actions and initiatives carried 
out between the 29th May and the 2nd June. 


page 5(6) 


The alternative villages: 
The idea for these villages stemmed from two factors: 


- The experience of the “No Border” village in Strasburg 
during the summer of 2002, an experiment that many 
activists wished to repeat on a larger scale 

- Refusal to embark upon actions which might have 
triggered a spiral of violence, such as approaching 
Evian and the “red zone”. The villages also existed to 
demonstrate the possibility of living away outside the 
rules of the system, even if only for a short period of 
time. 


Two villages were created: the VAAAG, run in a 
libertarian and anarchist spirit, which brought together 
over 3000 participants; and the VIG, which had a more 
varied composition, bringing together over 5000 
participants. In addition to these two villages could be 
found the “point G’, a village for women only, and a 
group of over a thousand techno and sound system 
fans. 


Both the participants and the visitors to the villages 
were enthusiastic about the results, be it the capacity of 
each of the villages to run autonomously, the 
exchanges and the co-ordination between them, or the 
number of debates and initiatives that took place on the 
sites. 


The counter-summit and activist debates: 


Large gatherings over the last few years can be divided 
into two types of initiative: meetings centred on debates 
and activist exchanges, as for example the three World 
Social Forums in Porto Alegre, and the big international 
demonstrations, such as in Prague, Nice, Genoa or 
Barcelona in Europe, where debate played a very minor 
part. 


The particularity of this counter-G8 was the 
interweaving of mobilisations and debates, these having 
counted as much for the general success of the 
initiative as the demonstration on Sunday 1st June or 
the roadblock initiatives that preceded it. In this way, the 
counter-G8 follows the pattern of the European Social 
Forum that took place in Florence last November, which 
was notable for its twofold success: for its debates and 
exchanges, and for the demonstration against the war 
and against neo-liberalism. 


It would take too long to make a complete list of all the 
debates and discussions that took place, but it must be 
emphasised that two types of meetings were held: 


- Conferences and events in which points of view were 
expressed and analyses made, in particular those 
organised by an NGO collective in the “Summit for 
Another World” in Annemasse, and the CADTM 
(committee for the cancellation of the third-world debt) 
and ATTAC in Geneva; 
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- Activist co-ordinations in Annemasse, Geneva or in 
the villages allowing for an evaluation of campaigns and 
mobilisations, such as the anti-war campaign or the 
mobilisations for the defence of pensions and public 
services, and for the preparation of coming initiatives, 
such as_ the ministerial assembly of the WTO in 
Cancun next September. 


The roadblocks on Sunday morning: 


These were not organised with the aim of preventing 
the G8 from taking place. The idea was rather to hinder 
its progress and to oblige the whole of the 
accompanying personnel to take the helicopter or boat 
in order to get from their hotels in Lausanne and 
Geneva to the summit itself in Evian, thus clearly 
demonstrating the opposition of the French and Swiss 
populations to the holding of the G8, considered to be 
illegitimate by the entire anti-G8 coalition. 


In Geneva, the bridges of the city were blocked from 6 
a.m. and, in spite of some tension with the police, who 
were present in large numbers, no serious incidents 
were recorded. 


On the road between Annemasse and Evian, 2000 
activists coming from the villages made their way 
towards strategic crossroads with the intention of 
blocking them. The operation was successful, and 
several hundreds of activists blocked the road 
peacefully for several hours, in spite of repeated tear- 
gas attacks. 


The situation was hardest in Lausanne because of 
police actions. A British environmental activist fell 20 
metres after a policeman cut the climbing rope to which 
he was attached and which was “hindering” the traffic 
on the motorway bridge between Geneva and 
Lausanne. The police also entered the alternative 
villages in Lausanne, arresting hundreds of young 
activists. 


Violence during the activities against the G8 


Two years after Genoa, this was the favourite subject of 
the media, and the police presence was unprecedented 
both on the French side and on the Swiss, where the 
authorities had to appeal to police contingents from 
Germany to reinforce their numbers! 


In the end, the incidents were less serious than in 
Geneva and would have been even less so if the police 
operations had not made matters worse. 


On the French side, the only incidents, regrettable but 
insignificant, happened on Saturday 31st May outside 
the hall where the Socialist Party was due to meet. 


On the Swiss side, the difficulties were greater, both in 
Lausanne, following the police operations over the 
blockades on the Sunday morning, and also in Geneva. 





Overnight between Saturday and Sunday a group of 
more than a hundred unidentified individuals — there 
were neither claims of responsibility nor arrests — broke 
a large number of shop windows and started fires which 
put human lives at risk; a garage situated in a housing 
estate was totally burnt out. 


Criticised for its inaction during the night, the police 
stepped up their operations in the city of Geneva after 
the demonstration of 1st June, but also on the evening 
of 2nd June. During these operations, a journalist was 
seriously wounded and the “Usine”, an alternative 
meeting-place, was broken into in a very brutal fashion. 
Not content with these acts of violence, the Geneva 
authorities have forbidden all further demonstrations 
and rallies “sine die”! 


The demonstration on 1st June had for its part shown 
the developing maturity of the movement. From the 
point of view of activist networks, the situations were 
very different between francophone Switzerland, 
especially the canton of Geneva, and German-speaking 
Switzerland, the cantons of Berne and Zurich. 


In Geneva, in line with what is taking place in France 
and Italy, the protest movement against the G8 was 
very broad: all the trades unions of the canton urged 
their members to join the demonstration, as did the left- 
wing parties, including those who have the majority in 
the city of Geneva. In such situations, radical activists 
feel part of a much broader movement, which does not 
preclude discussions or disagreements but which 
places the priorities on a numerical level — how to 
mobilise as broadly as possible — and on a political level 
— rejection of the G8, the war, and neo-liberal policies. 
These aims and links were much weaker in Zurich or 
Berne, and the radical activists, mostly very young 
people, sometimes found that violence was the means 
of expressing their rejection of an unjust society. 


The dynamics of the mobilisation against the G8 
enabled the divide between these two activist realities 
to be narrowed, which became clear when the young 
radicals from Zurich and Berne decided to march to 
Annemasse with the rest of the demonstrators. 


This article has only presented a few elements of an 
evaluation which deserves many _ contributions. 
Initiatives like G-Monde, organised in Paris on 28th May 
by ATTAC groups from all over the world, the “fires on 
the lake”, organised on the evening of Saturday 31st 
around Lake Geneva, or the debates and initiatives 
undertaken in Annecy, will all need separate 
assessments. The role of the alternative media, which 
was very visible during all the initiatives, will also need 
to be highlighted. 


During the evaluation meeting of the Paris collective, 
the idea was put forward to take advantage of the 
European Social Forum meeting in Paris/St Denis in to 
organise a seminar where the large European 
initiatives, from Genoa to Geneva and Annemasse via 


Barcelona, Brussels, Thessaloniki etc., can be 
discussed by a variety of activists networks. 


Contact for this article: aguiton@attac.org 


WTO ignores calls for democratic, inclusive 
processes for Cancun 


By Chakravarthi Raghavan 


Geneva, 20 June -- From Monday to Wednesday, 
public interest civil society groups, as well as several 
developing-country government participants, at various 
panel sessions at a public symposium at the WTO, 
identified the non-transparent and undemocratic 
decision-making processes at the World Trade 
Organization (WTO) as the main reason for the 
organisation's bad image. 


The same message apparently was given by some 
NGO leaders on Sunday to the head of the World Trade 
Organization, Dr. Supachai Panitchpakdi, who has been 
trying to get a range of non-governmental organizations 
to be in an advisory group to dialogue with him and the 
secretariat from time to time on WTO related issues. 


However, on Thursday at an informal Heads-of- 
Delegation (HOD) meeting convened by the Chairman 
of the General Council, Mr. Carlos Perez del Castillo of 
Uruguay, it became more evident that whatever the 
growing public protests and clamour outside, the 
informal non-transparent and non-inclusive processes 
of drafting and decision-making will continue during the 
preparatory processes leading up to the 5th Ministerial 
at Cancun, and at Cancun too. 


In fact even apart from the demands of the civil society, 
for over a year now, the WTO and its General Council 
has before it a proposal signed by a group of 
developing countries calling for orderly procedures in 
the preparations for future WTO ministerial meetings 
and at the meetings themselves -- procedures that are 
well-accepted as norms in any conclave or organization 
of sovereign independent states, even in those where 
ultimately 'Power' prevails. 


Only in the multilateral trading system, first under the 
old GATT and now the more binding WTO, has a 
different culture of decision-making been in practice as 
the norm, as a result of which the powerful not only 
prevail but pretend and announce a_ non-existing 
consensus. 


Neither the power-brokers in the secretariat nor the 
majors are willing to give it up, and increasingly even 
those parts of civil society within countries and 
internationally who want a system and rules, are 
beginning to realise that the WTO is incurable, and may 
need to be closed down as a system of rules covering 
trade and non-trade issues. 
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At the informal HOD meeting, Perez del Castillo cited 
the relevant paragraphs of the Doha declaration and 
work programme, and said that the purpose of the 
Cancun meeting would be for ministers to take stock 
and give any necessary political guidance. 


The declaration draft for the consideration of ministers, 
and for adoption, would thus not be like that at Doha - 
since no decisions are to be taken, but only the 
progress on the work programme is to be reviewed. 


Perez del Castillo and the WTO Director-General and 
Chairman of the Trade Negotiations Committee outlined 
the time schedules ahead - a TNC meeting on 14-15 
July to hear reports from chairs of various negotiating 
bodies, and the TNC chair in turn reporting to the 
General Council meeting on 24-25 July. As now 
envisaged, the General Council chairman will have a 
first draft for the Ministerial Declaration by end July. 


After July, frequent meetings at informal HOD 
consultations by the Director-General and the General 
Council are to be held to consider the draft, and a 
check-list of issues prepared and circulated would be 
the instrument for managing the process. 


The checklist sets out the subjects of on-going work for 
Ministers at Cancun to review and provide necessary 
political guidance: 


* Agriculture - modalities for further commitments, 
including provisions for S&D treatment and subsequent 
submission of comprehensive draft schedules; * Non- 
Agricultural Market Access - modalities for negotiations; 
* Services; * Rules; * Dispute Settlement - agreement 
on improvements and clarifications no later than May, 
and steps to be taken to ensure that the results enter 
into force as soon as possible thereafter; * TRIPS 
(system of notification and registration of Geographical 
Indications for wines and spirits) - conclusion of 
negotiations; * Trade and Environment. 


The checklist adds that it should also be noted that 
consultations are continuing in pursuit of the TNC's 
mandate to take appropriate action on Implementation- 
related issues and concerns in accordance with 
paragraph 12 (b) of the Ministerial Declaration, and at 
the level of the General Council on S&D Treatment 
issues, following the report by the Special Session of 
the Committee on Trade and Development in February. 


Also listed are work in the General Council and other 
bodies reporting to it on outstanding issues: 


* TRIPS and Public Health, S&D work programme, 
implementation-related issues and concerns in 
accordance with the Doha Ministerial Decision on 
Implementation-related issues and concerns; ~* 
Singapore Issues - Relationship between Trade and 
Investment, Interaction between Trade and Competition 
Policy, Transparency in Government Procurement, and 
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Trade Facilitation. "The Fifth Session will decide by 
explicit consensus on the modalities of negotiations." 


Malaysia proposed that this checklist should be 'frozen' 
(i.e. no additional subjects should be added) in the 
preparations for Cancun. This was opposed by Canada 
and New Zealand. Some other diplomats said it was not 
clear whether (apart from opposing a fully transparent 
and participatory preparatory process and the reflection 
of different views to the Ministers) these countries 
opposed the Malaysian proposal because they wanted 
to bring in new issues, or merely to leave the scope 
open, or just cussedness in opposing suggestions from 
developing countries. 


Dr. Supachai also indicated that in terms of the mid-July 
TNC meeting, some chairs of the negotiating bodies 
had told him that they could update, on their own 
responsibility, and give reports on the progress in their 
groups, and that he would encourage others to do so. 


This really means that even where the negotiating 
groups have concluded their substantive work before 
Cancun, the chairs could make any report based on 
their perceptions! 


In other matters, during the discursions at the informal 
HOD meeting, Mexico, India and the US wanted the 
draft declaration to be brought out as soon as possible, 
with the US suggesting a ‘skeletal draft' even if it could 
not be fully fleshed out. 


However, the General Council chair reportedly did not 
believe it would be helpful. 





A number of developing countries wanted the draft to 
be prepared on the basis of views and inputs at open- 
ended consultations, and where there was no 
consensus, to clearly indicate the differing positions or 
views. 


Canada opposed this, arguing that there had been no 
consensus on this proposal that had been made by 
several developing countries. New Zealand insisted that 
the chair's draft should be based not only on inputs in 
the consultations, but also any bilateral and other 
consultations held with delegations. 


Even a ‘simple’ demand from Malaysia at the informal 
HOD meeting, that the preparatory process and the 
content of any draft declaration should not bring in 
issues not already listed in the chairman's check-list of 
issues, and that any draft sent to Cancun from the 
General Council should, in the absence of consensus, 
clearly reflect the differing positions, was not acceptable 
to Canada and New Zealand, who often act as 
surrogates and speak when the US and EC do not want 
to come into the open. 


Judged by the stance of the majors, even when they 
speak through '‘allies', and of the WTO leadership, the 
preparatory processes for the 5th Ministerial at Cancun 
- the drafting of a declaration for Ministers and the way 
issues would be presented to them for clarification or 
decision, will be more or less the same as the non- 
transparent, undemocratic processes that have 
characterised the 55-year-old trading system and there 
is no certainty that more new issues will not be 
smuggled in at Cancun. 


(*) coorditrad@atiac.org is the email address of an international group of volunteers who coordinate 700 
translators worldwide. You can be part of this group and share your language expertise by helping us publish 
articles and documents. Just contact them for further details. 


